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] ABSTRACT

This document outlines the activities of Dr: David

Madsen during one year as a USOR postdoctoral fellow at the
University of California. During this time he completed a 40-page
study entitled "Daniel C. Gilman: President of the Carnegie
Institution of Washington" and an essay "0On Preparing the Doctoral
Dissertation." Work was continued on an analog model for assessing
changes in an American liberal arts college and an environmental

= assessment technique for examining student and faculty attitudes. Dr.
Madsen also gave eight lectures, and attended 30 lectures and
Symposia on research in higher educationr. Eis other activities
included discussions with research personnel and informai counseling
with doctoral students. (RT)
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SUMMARY
The Postdoctoral Fellowship "afforded opportunity for Dr. David Madsen
to engage in a year of intensive educational research training in
higher education through auditing :advanced seminars in higher education
and research methodology, attending lectures and symposia, consulting
with staff members, 5tucy and writing.. . -

MAJOR ACTIVITIES AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS
(This secticn was prepared with the assistance of David Madsen)

A. Mriting and Stugy.

1. A 40-page paper was completed entitled ‘‘Daniel C. Gilman: President
of the" ‘Carnegie ‘Institution of washlngton.”» This -article was not pro-
posed as a part of the fellowship experience; however, as a result of
reading on the relationship between behavioral research technique and
documentary- research technque 3n :-attempt was ‘made to couch a problem,
‘essentially historical, in.terms other than those used in the past.
This paper is the result of that attewpt, and a copy will be forwarded
'f desired. R :

&2. An essay of h3 pages, "On Preparlng the Doctoral Dissertation,"
was: written and later revised and expanded. In this paper are outlined
elements of the research proposal, objectives related to research,

- research procedures, questions, limitations and research timetable, the
.- relationshjp between, the research question; and theory, a list of refer-
»ence,bqgksd.sources of |nformatuon .and- the l:ke._ This. paper <part of
the original..plan-for ,the. year in a less. structured form, was written
to be 0f.value ;to, graduate students writing thelr doctoral disserta-
stions,; agcopy -may- be. obtauned .if desired. 1t was. developed in part

-=through working wnth graduate students who were developxng thes:s

ffffff

(research) proposals and who earnestly sought asslstance.;.

- -

-

L ey s
;-}:

w "y

3. A series -of studies by which to improve student chances for success
:n college was planned These studies wull be carrued through by grad-

L, Work was continued on an analog model by which to assess change in
an American liberal arts:-college. - In the process of this work compli-
cated problems arose whlch requlred wide _reading and study; as a result,
the backgfound study for’ this model was - interesting and helpful for
future writing, but the progress on the detailed formulation of-the
model was disappointing.
5. Work on a college and university environmental assessment technique
by which to examine the attitudes of students and faculty was under-
taken, This project was advanced considerably in the course of the
year, but it was put aside to pursue (2) above when in became apparent
that the essay wouid be of more value for the immediate future.
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B. Courses Audited.

Classes for graduate sutdents are not always appropriate for the
postdoctorail fellow unless the class is in a field with which he
is unfamiliar. Because he has long periods of uninterrupted time,
the fellow can quickly do the work required weeks in advance of
the class. Thus regular class attendance was discarded in favor
of attendance at carefully selected class lectures. However, in
addition to courses attended irregularly, the following classes
were audited:

grganization of Higher Education' - Professor T.R. HcConnell
"The College Student'! - Professor Paul Heist

c. ;Lecturesxand Sympos.ia.

1. Seven lectures were given on the Berkeley Campus on various
topics related to the study of higher education and one at
Stanford University on the origins and development of the national
university movement in the United States.

2; Ag least thirty lectures and symposia were attended at Berkeley
on research in higher education, behavioral research techniques,
-historiography, and the like. :

3. Slx ‘symposia on research in education were attended at Stanford

- University and. three on research in hlgher education and related

topics at the Center for Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences
at Stanford. ,

-b;_'HiécéiJaneous Activities.

1. Among the most valuable experiences of .the year were informal
discussions with Professors T.R. McConnell, Paul Heist, Leland
Medsker, Geraldine Joncich, James Guthrie and research personnel
of the Center for Research and Development in Higher Education
such as Terry Lunsford and Harley Bloland. Conferences with grad-
uate students and with countless others at both Berkeley and
Stanford were extremely beneficial. Discussions on questions
related to scholarly research with A. Hunter Dupree and W.H. Cowley
at Stanford were particularly helpful. The freedom to attend
numerous- lectures and other special events on the Berkeley Campus
was greatly appreciated.

2. One of the original tasks set wac that of model building. It
soon became apparent that this job was much more difficult and
time consuming than it had seemed. As a result, much time was
spent in reading and in thought, and the results of this activity
will bear fruit in a number of ways during the coming years.
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3. An unexpected activity during this postdoctoral year was the
informal advising done with doctorai students on the Berkeley
tampus on questions of scholarly. procedures. These-discussions
proved to be-a particularly satisfying: learnlng experience, and
 »§tudents. provided ‘suggestions: for ireading, copies of articles .
and rniumérous ideas. It seemed approprzate to use part of the.-
yéar in organizing ‘thoughts or: research in- such a way as to make
then: useful to graduate“students. - -
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‘?he purpose of the Fellowshsp was not to uncovér “significant
facts or other data; it was to improve research skills -and
scholarly aptitudes. These purposes were accomplished. The
results of this work will better be determinéd after ‘theé passage
of tlme when those skllls produce tangnble scholarly results.
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The postdoctoral study of Dr: Madsen was highly successful ‘He
;.1 Mmade amportant .gains in research competencnes which will certalnly
- be’ reflected in"his ‘own research and n that of graduate students
studylng “With ‘him in future years. Hefutlllzed ‘thé opportunity
in a highly effective manner. While- the'goal was ‘his own- develop-
~ment -he contributed in an important manner to the institution in
whlch ‘fie’ carrsed hss work forward. He ‘khew where“he wishéd to- go,
took appropruate |n|t|=ftve ‘had the assistance- -of -a considerable
] range of research schoiars*and in. ‘working with them (learning=from
them) he also challenged them. The result was a postdoctoratée™
fellow who achieved much while stimulating others. | believe that
this must have been one of the most éffective. and»rewardtng post=-
- .doctorate fellowshnps which was in operatlon durlng 1967-68 i
would rate it as h:ghly successful ' -
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